The Bombay Strikes Enquiry Report
Tfce Court of Inquiry under the Trade Disputes Act, which was appointed
frv the Government of Bombay on July 3, 1929, issued its report in September. The
hop. Mr. H. G. Pearson, Bar-at-Law, a Judge of the High Court, Calcutta, was the
Chairman, and the other members were Mr. F. S. Taleyarkhan, Bar-at-Law, aad
Mr. Rupchand Bilaram, B.A., LL, B., Additional Judicial Commissioner in Sind.
The Court of Inquiry was set up to inquire into the strike that then existed
in the textile mills in Bombay city and the terms of reference to the Court were
as follows :—
 1.	To inquire into and ascertain the exact nature of the dispute, or disputes,
between the employers and workmen of the above-named mills which led to the
strike in those mills in March and April, 1929
 2.	If there was any such dispute, to what extent the employers or workmen
or both are responsible in matters connected therewith.

 3,	What   are   the causes   of  the prolongation of the strike ?   Whether the
employers or \vorkmen or both are responsible for such prolongation, and if so,
to what extent ?
 4,	What are the difficulties in the way of a settlement of the dispute, or
disputes, between the employers and the workmen ?
The sittings of the Court commenced on July 6, 1929, and continued till
Wednesday, August 21, 1929. The parties who appeared before the Court were
(i) The Millowners1 Association, representing all the mills affected by the
strike, except the Jam Mills, (2) The Girni Kamgar union, (3) The Bombay
Textile Labour Union, (4,1 The Bombay Girni Kamgar Hahamandal, (5) The
Bombay MiIIworkers' Union, and (6) The Jam Manufacturing Co., Ltd.
On behalf of the Millowners* Association it was contended that some of the
ollkials of the Girni Kamgar Union were communists and were utilising the
Girni Kamgar Union as a cover for their communist activities. They placed
reliance, inttr alia* upon certain leaflets of the Union, articles in the "KrantP and
speeches made from time to time by Union officials. Upon objection taken, the
Court was of opinion that such an investigation could not be taken in their inquiry
as it might trespass upon the field of inquiry in the Meerut case. Accordingly,
evidence directed expressly towards that point was excluded, and the court did
not take the matter into consideration.
la discussing the nature and scope of the inquiry the Court pointed out that it
was unnecessary to go over the ground already covered by the Fawcett Committee.
Moreover, they refrained in the report from ^making any suggestions,
ettlier to the millowners or to the Labour Union3 in respect of any matter in
dispute between them, as such a course was aot within the terms referred to them
and was therefore outside the scope of the inquiry.
The Report next reviewed the situation m the* textile industry in Bombay from
tfee year 1925 and reference was made to the Noyce Committee's Report and the
suggestions made therein.
The Report of the Fawcett Committee was published on March 26, 1929,
Betwwi tfee settieojest arrived at ib October, 1928, and the publication of that
rejjort, tlie extremist leaders of the Girmi Kaujgar Union made strenuous efforts
to increase tlie number of their members, to collect subscriptions and to prepare
ttieir mesjbers for the contemplated strike which they had intended to bring about
at the end of six moaths.
**Tbere m ample imiesee to sfew,* says tlte report of the Court of Inquiry,
is tfce middle m !f <ywiabar tie Girni Kamgar Union had collected sufficient

